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the exi
fllnvolv1ng Hispanic- parents in the educatnon of - thelr children.. Durlng the .
fisummer,,parents prepared curriculum’ packets under the' supervasuon,of currlculum
. developers and: observed rnstructlon of chlldren.. During the. schools year,
”Engl4sh Spanlsh, and GED' high school. equivalency courses- Were provided

. -to measure- the, effect of up to three. years: of particlpatlon by parents in f,qg'xfr
" theiproject. PRarental pdrtlclpatlon during the: 1977 summeér: program was *ﬁé}v
n';assoclated with statnstlcally significantly, hlgher scores durlng the‘sprlng,-
1980, 0n+ ‘three. measures of language arts mastery (the. Inter- American-Test B

. “were. controlled Hypotheses are offered regarding :the reason: that ‘summer o i
kfl977;‘and not: more recent parent partlcnpatnon, improved scores.
‘ characterlstncs were controlled,’ the attendance of ‘participants' children® - R SETTI
"and other snmllar ch|ldren were not statlstncally slgnlflcantly different.,_' R

-f:program, suggested that most ‘parents had learned ways ‘to. help their’ chlldren.

'_-edated durlng the school year,,but none were dlstrlbuted

e MR f; !

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

OJeCt PAET (Parents and Chlldren Together) was des:gned to complement
ting Let s Be Amlgos b|l|ngual ‘program’ at.Potter- Thomas - School by

S
.ol
REERY

for adults and workshops were conducted

'aPupll performance on standardlzed tests and pupll attendance were used

of .Reading in. Spannsh ‘and - the Vocabulary and Readlng subtests of the Stanford
Achlevement Tests.in English) when: background characterlstlcs ‘of - pupll T

“When background con

Analysns of 1nterV|ews of parents,-conducted at the end of - the summer Q:,y; _—

‘with language arts- and’ mathematlcs school work, but only half -believed they :
had" Tearned to help them WIth social studies work.. Spanlsh and .English " g

J;ff-GED and" lahguage ‘arts’ course conducted durlng the school year attracted ;wy,;, L
'_many partlclpants, and 35 earned _GED hlgh school equlvalency dlplomas.gn T

a :

Program goals regardlng wofkshOps and f|eld trlps were met. lnstructlonal'
packets to enable -parents to. help. thear chnldren master school work ‘were -
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=’Pr0JeCt PAC 2,,(Parents and Ch|ldren Together) |s*de5|gned Lto: complement‘”7'~,
the‘Let S?Be Amlgos blllngual prOgram at ‘the" Potter-Thomas 'School & The P
-.major activities of: the: prOJect are: teaching parents about ‘school operatlon ,rﬂf&' .
gand currnculUm, acqualntlng parents: wnth ‘the cultural- resourCes oﬂ Phhladelphla ~ e

nd nelghborlng cntles,‘and%teachung baslc skills to adults ‘of. the school o o
communlty “.As a result of¢1hese activities: parents ‘are- expected ‘to acqunre - __5&;}'
new skllls and the|r ch|ldren s performahCe ln schoo ;'s expected to lmprove o
R .' : ‘A; P Sy i . i A _'\ Qﬁ L v‘\ L
: The proJect 43 composed of two maJornprograms. The Summer program
. serves parents ‘of Hlspanlcthlldren who. attend or are about to’ attend the
:_~ Potter ~Thomas SChOO'q‘ Children who ° l|Ve in the - local cOmmunlty part|clpate : .
- In.classes whlch are”observed by, the parents.’ The school year program. serves'~,;,g,TL-
-parents-and Other .adults of the’ local community 1t 1ncludes hlgh school. - Sl
equlvalency classes,'language arts ckaSSes ln Spanlsh and Engllsh workshops, _’
and currlculum development : S - e o

in.’

RATIONALE

The Potteerhomas School was" selected as the prOJect slte because ltS
LEA supported b|l|ngual manntenance program enables all. ch;]dren ‘to devélop™ "
) competence Jn Engllsh and . -in, Spahlsh” 'PrOJect PACT |ncludes some components

. of the school SR S _;'nmf

H;mlgrants from'Puerto ‘Rjco;.and many -are. unable to. relhforce schocl learnlng r
tvyat ‘home..’ Many "adults  Jack baslc academlc skills: and’are unaware.of ‘the.” '
' resources e the commuhlty and:‘the- elty. in order to hélp these parents
becofe resources for. ghelr children, academlc,;cultural practlcal, and

In the»communlty ?erved by Potter-Thoma chool many adults are |m-'

.school curriculum content will ‘ber taught: to them.. The parents, |n turn,ﬁ ~ fffwh*
wnll help the|r chlld'en be more successful ln SChOOl._'];. , al ﬁ”“"". .

~

K i o TN
- . Lo .

T. PREVIOUS FlNDlNGS sl

In l978 l979, the effect of parent partlclpatlon ln the summer program A
on children's. achlev ment and’ attendance was . determlned - Parental partlclpatlon'.- oo
.was- assoc|ated ‘with tatlstlcally slgnlflcantly higher . pup|l scores on all R '
four measures of language .arts mastery (the.lnter American Test'of Readlng %
o “1n Spanish and the V cabulary, Readlng, and Word Study Skllls Subtests of\}
- ‘the-Stanford Achievement Tests ifi English) when background characteristics .

, of puplls were controlled. -When ‘background character{stics were controlled

" the difference. between.the" attendance of children-of partlclpants and

‘ other s|m|lar chlldren ‘was.not statnstlcally slgnlflcant..

Analy |s of parent lntervnews conducted durlng the summer program :
reVealed a stat|st1cally signifficant .gain In partlclpants' knowledge of - - . -

' ways to help chitTdren with school work.- Thirty school-year -program partlclpants -
‘earnéd GED- hlgh-school<equlvalency diplomas, and' program goals regarding - - -’ P
workshops .and field trips were met, Instructlonal packets  to enable parents -

“to ‘help thelr children mas;ér school work were. wrltten«durlng .the school
year,\but requlred edltlng before they could be glyen to- parents.“
N . o s R S




: . . RN \ ' IS D L R
o the flrst program year, a true-faise test deSIgned to @easure T e
\.parents~ ac UlSItLOﬂ -of- Jnformatlon aboutsthe Potter-Thomas Schooi did not - U
s .detect staq stlcaiiy signlflcant changes dur|ng the.-summer program, hut ;".fﬂ o
ants"™childrén. hadastatlstlcaiiy s|gn|f|cantiy higher. Spanlsh I
~ .. ¢ reading’ tes scores and better attendance -than did thé&r classmates.’ hnv . o .
s -'_the schooi ar, courses in English ‘and Spanish leading to the generai ‘education -. .
B 'dipioma (GEb were wefi receuved and at. ieast nlne members of the communlty RIS

"I,Jearned d|pio“as. : ‘ A A P o T DA

R

. ci,

:»ﬁthe partlcl

e . EEN ) R . IR . - z,',..v_‘ K i

"IMPLEMENTATiON Tl e e

ga‘ a -~ [ . B * : o .l‘ 'i" . . .
‘"ﬂ\The summ r and schooi term programs of ProJect PACT were fuiiy |mpiemented o
As in"-the past, modiflcatlons in- the plans were made as a resuit of experience, f‘iy'

LT fyi-sbut the prOJ%.t remalned true to the |ntent of " the. proposai R TS YRR R
y- N % . ‘. - T . L M Lol

E T, 5
DRI The stepg taken to attract partic:pants for the summer program wereij T
T e essentlaiiy the 'same ‘as - those. used durlng prevuous yearsﬁ An announcement
\an|ting Spanﬁ h speaklng parents ‘to partlclpate was sent home with puplis,.." :
: ~ .and anhounceménts were made’ onza Spannsh-ianguage tfadio” statlon. During RN
Til‘h'¥ the afternooni ¥f. the second ‘and - th|rd dayscof the "summer component, some i s
pro)ect staff uppiemented these steps wnth‘door to. door canVassnng of”' o
_ potentlai partlcipants. ;"j _\‘w;'-z ot H, LT INe T

‘\l\’

. e : S .

2

_ s Records ‘ﬁdlcated that the totai énroiiment was 71 Hispanlc parents .‘;._‘-:~7 -
. ’ —and that the number who partlclpated in the program op.any. day varied from - - o
T 29, fon: the flrst day) .,.sThe. average number of parents in attendance o

o . “'was. 58, The prPJeEt design ca\ied for the payment of a stipend to approximateiy
U 450" parents “of Potte;-Thomas School. pupnis. Payment records show ‘that- durlng

‘*; ¢he first week' bf the progﬁam there were 38 of these pardnts; during the

. ‘-wsecond week, 52; and .during the last three weeks, Ly, - The remaining participants ?’

vﬁldnd not receive|'a, st|peng aithough some had’ chiidren at Potter-Thomas. E

-

2

ﬁhﬁi'f;_ The parents were aSS|gned to one of three groups. Each group worked v
Coa . Wlth the curriculum content for a span of ‘two grade ‘levels: (Prekindergarten
AT o'and Klndergarten, Grades 1 and 2 or Grades.3 and h) for one- third of the

. .program, -Thus, parents ‘who. partncipated during .the entire summer program R

- _had. an opportunity. to work’ withthe curriculum. materials of every. grade ‘ ‘ "
s o-in the schooi The parent activities were deSIgned and managéd ‘by three

'yteams, ‘each con5|stlng of two: currlcuium deveiopers._ Each team of deveiopers

. was expert gn one of the g;ade ievei\spans., : -

, “The ch;idren of the parents’partiélpated in iearning actlvjties under
. the supervnsnon.of a resource speclaiist ' There was a group of. ‘children
~ 7 .. and a resource specialist for edch of" the six grade levels of the school.
. =~ The .total number of chlidren present on a given day ranged from 77‘to ih3;,‘ _
¥ and averaged 420, - PR : S v oo

L

-

.( . L e e

-

e f'“ The resource - speciailsts organlzed Ihstructional days which included
: ; _about an hour of language arts, about ap 'hbur of: mathematics, and about
e an- hour of social 'studies activities. The . resourc peciaiists were. encouraged
- . to. use strategies wh|ch would be. enjoyabie.for th hlidren and wete‘encouraged
. fo experiment with new: instructional ‘approaches. Thpy were -permitted to S
.adJust the amount of time devoted toa SubJect area- if‘an activnty required. -
it : . .. o - .
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S . " - . ,-',-_ « B o
, The curr|cuium deveiopers and the resource spec| alists planned sesslons'
- of about: twenty . minutes during which the parents observed the instruction
' of a group of chiildren.’ Parents were engaged: in these sessions two.or three
, times per week. When parents were not observing -the instruction of - children’
' they were learning about the course &f study: of pupils’ at the school- or -
were working on a currlcuium packet, a game, or-a simple teaching" devnce
to be used at home. The- schooi based act|V|t|es were - supplemented with ~
tr|ps for the. parents; trips’ for chiidren, and trips for both the parents A
and children whlch are descrlbed iR ObJective 8 in the next section of thls .

'vreport. _‘ ,;_42: R s

- Records showed that’ hi parents were |n the summer program for the flrst
,"tlme in i979, 22 parents had been in the program during a prevnous summer,
nd. 8,parents had-been in the program during the two previous$. summers.
?e schooi pr|nc|pai -reported that some. parents 'who had been ‘In thefprogram
,urlng previous summers felt that it should.be changed They had told him .
hat the amount of cutting and. pastlng 1nvoived in maklng instructionai

The schooi year program began on 0ctober iO i979 and contnnued through
18, 1980." GED. high school equivaiency courses in English and Spanish

¢ onducted on Mondays | and ‘Wednesdays... An” afterrbon session and. an.gvening
n were conducted in each ianguage. Two. Engiish language arts c0urses:

3 A Spanish ianguage arts c0urse
cted on Tuesday, Thursday, and Frnday afternoons. All courses

ucted by bilingual resource specialists for adult basic education.

alist who -conducted each course was .a native speaker of the language -

.ng Studled Information about the number ‘of participants in each class

e nd in the discussions of ObJective 6 and ObJective 7, in theqn/xt-

s

‘were the primary

the various subJect
~as the date of a_

‘on itg content. ]
1 resource speciaiist
upp;emented the GED manuai at, these time¢ Participants were
areadnmateriai and to work on exercises at home.- During the

B

each clas st par"icipants worked on the same materiais at about the .same
time. Th

in a small group., Just before the date of the spring_
the GED exam, both the English and the Spanish” GED
nd a billkngual program coordinator reviewed mathematics "

\



?

Y
N

... .of the target language. . Participant

N
i
N

. . de
" The language-arts classes served adults who differed in their knowledge.
_ 's ranged from_people ‘who were ‘learfing .-
the language for the first time to people ‘who were reviewing skills in
. .fthelr‘natlve_]adguage, - Overall, the instructional content was simpler than

_..*the language arts. skills*taught In the GED classes. Within the classes,

" there were many small subgroups. When'the'contént,anolved-speaking and.

¢ understanding the language; the subgroups worked together. . When reading, . f-_'ﬁi

.. writing; and grammar were taught’, -the classes usually workedainfsuggr0ups;
" Oral-aural instruclion was’used extenshyely. Written materials were usually =
presented on mimeographed work-sheets. The English classes also used an
- English-as-a-second-language ‘text. - = = ¥ © T : :
. f'Cuﬁréculum:deve]opmeht’éEtfyitles;forﬁthe”QChdol'year program were <
N ;hﬁngedfsubstantiglly‘from~thoseTaf"pngyiOus;yeéﬁqg,ERather than involving
;'\ parehts-in”the,develgpment;of1newﬁcurr1culum”packéfs;”the resource specialists -
\ devoted their efforts to completing materials begun with the parents during- = |-
- Y previous years. Beginning on. January 21, the speciallsts met at the school: o
o wo.afternoons per - . -

“district's Multilingual tnstructional Resource- Center;:itwo
. week. They worked: under the superviston of* the bilingual. curriculum coordinator
of the sdhool'distri;t‘and’complétedgpackets-such’as:'.“ThggﬂagchHouse;” to teach
dis¢rimination of {nitlal sounds (Spahish), and "'The Vowel: Game,'™to teach
distinctions among the sounds/of Spanish.: More Jnformation:about this . .
curriculum development cén be found under Objective 5..o: - . “i:

}As part of ‘the school year. program,.a series of workshops was held
"during\the spring.  The workshops differed. from those of previous years in
that they were scheduled“so,that'bothlbartlgipanks_qff;he_schbbl year - .
program and‘nohfpartlcipating-Potter-Thomas_Schbd]nparents c§q1diattend them
The programs were often presented in the -afternoon-and the evening and =
ish.and English versions (See Objective 4). : e T o

During\ the spring of 1980, four trips were conducted. under. project.
”'auspicesafor\Potter-Thomas School pérents;and‘partlcfbantS\lnythe.school

year program.. The longest trip, to New York City, took a full day. It focused
on the United ' hat ,

“the trips, and the number,of_peop]e‘who went on them canbe foundin the\ - =~ '~
. ‘discussion of Objective 8. ' S W ‘ ' et T
COBJECTIVES . . TN e

Objéctive'j:‘- Tb‘increasejparents'*infbrmd?ion about biZinguaZ_programéa i

~

By the end .of the 1979 gummer’ program, - pavents will know that bilingual 7
education includes instruction in mathematics, sciénce, and social dtudies;
in two. languages, English and Spanish; that.it includes ingtruction in 4
. readling, writing, and speaKing in the two languages; and that it tneludes - .
- gtudy. of .the history and culture of Puerto Rico and mainland United States: Lot
T Y RIAN v : » S : . » ‘ ) .

C : - I s LAY B . R :\_. R

o The objectlve has been analyzed In dIfferent ways over the three years,
" of the program, as the evaluators.became more. faml 1tar with the Inftial .
Jevels of parent knowledge about biltngual edication. In past years, a Y
‘true-false questlonnalre 'showed that summer program Bartlcipants knew most '
.ofgtheﬁessentfa]-facts_llstedéln’thelobjectIVe{before;thd program:began. ',

L

Nations and included a;drive around Manhattan. A list of alt - ¢ o



. - T ) '\,”".‘ . ; . . . o .
1} ' ‘. : ) m = < ‘ - i : : : ’ N - -
After consuitation with program management it was decided to shift the '

e emphasis from knowledge about the bilingual program to knowledge of specific

things which parents could do- to thelp their children. Previous evaluations

reported that . parents iea:ned how*to involve their chlidren |n iearn|ng
: actlvntles at . homeu. o

e

ORI

4 _ o] .
. ‘_" R . .‘.
For: the current/evaiuatlon, parents were |nterv1ewed at the end of
v “the summer proJect.~Most parents reported.)earnlng about ways to help their

[ " childréd with reading,and‘arxthmetlc but less than half tHe parents reported
/5:"g iearnlng hoﬂ to help’.

i thein‘chiidren with soctal studies skills, Thus, this
K.- obJectnve was cons ed parﬁiaiiy attained o S S S

.<% ¢ An eqU|probabi “samplé of parents was draWn one Week ‘befare the
'§ ' end of the:summer

Ny P gram. . 1t coisisted of 26 pa?ents.- Twenty three of -

B ﬁ the parents (88.4% of.'th isampie) were interviewed in.Spanish during the = . °
' . last three: days ‘of the ‘symmer; program by the Spanish-speaking member of. :
the*evaiuatlon team.’ ‘Thé‘flrst question.of the interview asked parents whether -
they had learned thingsithey could do outside the school to help .their child.

“wi th- reading.. Every linteryiewee stated that they had.
o L ' ‘probed by asking abth -the! things they ould do, si

PR
ppum—

Ceyd

When/the’ researcher

parents ‘could not .- o
answer the questlon satrsfactorliy (e g., | do not remember, a 1ittle: of everything)

N and ‘three’ parents responses.iacked speclficity (e g., how to teach. children
“at home) “TRe, remainlng parents mentioned one or more skills having to do with
“reading (eieven pareits). and/oriwriting (nine parents) in Spanish. Reading elements
“mentioned were ‘the aiphabet “VocabuLary, synonyms, homonyms, word-object matches,
, word’ deflnltlons, and-poetry wrlting elements mentioned were Spanish ‘grammar, .
oo ”better writipg,“ using. accents writing sentences, spelling, and verbs. When

askéd if they had tried any: re ding activities at hj;e,’twenty parents sald they

had tried some -things, but onix'dZ were able to desc ibe what they had done.
. One“parent say ﬁ“No,“‘and one:’ said that- she couid not remember what she. had tried\

W g
A .

done outsnde of schooi ‘to. heip théir chiidren master arithmetic. When asked

what had bden iearned the pareﬁts ‘cited ‘the mathematical operations (addition,‘
lgﬁbtraction, muitipiication andfdivision), place value concepts, 'numbers,“ geometry,
using objects to teach‘concepts ‘measurement . (Fulers, volumes, etc.), the idea’

'of -devising probiems fbr chiidren.at homd, and using a bingo game the parents
' .had made in class.,

_ * Two parents 'said rhey had learned. things but.could not specify
o what, and two parents'd-d titry to answeq the question. When parent$ were . ¥
R ome, seVenteen reported Jhat they had used sonething

.of these were abie to ddscribe at least one activity-

A
iy

i from the rogram, andei tee
‘:'.\ they had gaged in.b
<

v

\k\ v When asked %f the ome things which, they couid use to help their

Chiidren ilearn aboutjt‘ ycommunit , geography, or history,* eleven of ‘the parents

" lsald; that‘they had.’ f;Parehtsfsaid they learned to use a map and mentioned taking

\ rips, learning th33Capitais of states, and|"information on the . ‘blackboard."

Five of these reported hat they had actuaiiy Involved thelr children in social = #
i outs iy ‘oﬁ 'school. S T

y DRI AURI I :

”

earred

~

"t




F

-y
v
7

' are shown in Table 1.

~ through twelve yea’s old Lo

©UESOL - servnce)

Rt .

{

o w0 ) . . V- : . RCIRIOTHE
" Objective 2: To improve readzng achzevemeni in English and Spanish of Lo+ e
 LEP pupils whose parents participate 'in Project PACT. - Measuring Lnstfhments. e

‘will be. the Stanford Achievement Tests af Reading and the Inter-American
Test of Reading in Spanish. The- level of achievement in readihg ig defined

~ as improved when there are statzstzcally szgnzficant (p<.10) relationsMips - -

between reading scores and parent participation in ‘the program. The effects

3 of grade, length of residenece on*the U.S. Mainland, axd year&'of attendance .
“vat the Potter-Thomas SchooZ will be controlled statzstzcally : .

M,

Lo Th|s obJectlve was considered part|ally attained after the analyses

"~ were altered slightly. There was systematic evidence that -parent participation
:, in the program during the st¢immer’ of '1977, was associated, thh better readlng <

+ scores' in-both Spanish and English. Parent participation at other ses$sions. .
'Eof the program was not systematically related to improvement of test scores.

; . ‘“”m
‘1rl When preliminary analyses yielded inconsisteht results for the four e
rebding scores. (Stanford Vocabulary, Stanford Reading Comprehension, Stanford .
Word-Study Skills, and the ‘Inter-American Tedt of Rgading in Spanish) evaluators
used a step-wise regression procedure to further examine the data. The .
analyses presented are a result of the e lorator,xprocess using this technique.
The.. resulting models .of pupil performancglexplairtd between 28 and 4k percent

. of the variance. : R k, S

S n .

Pupils in grades 2 through 14 wef'e tested la Engl'ish * The re&{lts

Grade was controiled statistic lly througﬁ the use of the closeiy
related variable, .age. The effect: of, age was’ found to be - .complex and a
step-function was used to control for curvilinear effects. The first variable
in Table: 1 shows the regression welght for: 7¢year 0lds,” the next-for 8 year
olds, up to pupils who. were 12yedrs old at ‘the time of the test. Thus :
‘age was controlled computihg the rate o»lgrowth per. year of pupils seven .

’ -

ot

The effectsl f sex, test form, and, birth place (Puerto Rico br. elsewhere)

“‘were controlled through, thf'use of ”yeswnb” type coded variables.” The "' . - \
:

pupils' know]edge of English was controiled through the use aof the pupils' .
: ESOL ievel score (l = geginning, 2 = ﬂntermediate, 3= Advanced A= No . S,

LU S
S

)
-

Six variables (coded Zero for n0¢Qnd oge foH yes) were used to describe.
. the. effects of«parents participation ‘on puplls! cores in ecach of the
three school year and three summer c ponents.l- l' L 0 ' _'

N

Examination\of the pﬁrticipationfvariables \flation to pupils' scores
showed that participation.in the summer of 1977 .wab statistically significantly
related to better pupil. performance Jn vocabulary -and ‘reading comprchension,

~ but nbt..In word stud&gskllls Tha: vocabulary regression weight for that T~
program Is 2.87. (pe:0 ). and the- compfehension welght s 12473 (p<.0l).
S hildren of parents who parﬂikipated in ‘the 1978 79 school year scored
signtfTantly worse than their'peeys In the vocabulary subtest (regression
we -m =2.81, (p<.10)." Chlldren of partTcipants in the 1977- .78 school L
year scored 5ignificantly worsé ln reading comprehenslon (Fegression weight = : »
-8. 19 p( 10) S f»f‘ r . " . f, . 3 - '
' ' o v f \ 6 ' ST v N

)
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- related to grade. The A fects of the sex o

puplls’ knowledgc of English were statlstlcally controllod with the four-.

LN

T . . i i~ »

. Table 2 shows the analysﬁs of the nish test scores. Pupils In grades -
one through four were tested. With bacigabund variables held statistically . .
constant, the effetts of parent participation of Project PACT were examined,

“using the same type of model as was used with English scores. Once agaln, "

pupils whose parents participated .in thel summer of 1977, have‘statlstically

‘ ‘significantly hlgher reading scores. The regresslon weight was 6.45 (p< 09)

The Engllsh artd the Spanish test scores suggest that children whOSe
parents particlipated durlng the summer of 1977 scored systematlcally higher.

“than chance.-0f the remaining welghts, ‘two are significant, ‘but thls may - *\'“'M~..

be due to the large number of - tests of slgnlflcance .
h . P - . : .
In assesslhg the effects of summer and school year partlclpatlon by

parents, the evaluators- dre aware of the-difficultles:of. trylng to draw if,h

unambiguous conclusions. Due to the need to link up the children at Potter- -
.Thomas with program partlclpatlon of parents, the relatlvely small. number

of pupils available for the analyses, ahd the small number of pupils in_

the analysds whose: parents‘particlpated in. .any glven program, ‘there_.are - -
severe- | Imitations In the data. Moreover, the Sossibility that signlficance

Is due to self-selection of ‘participants, rather thap the effects of the. /
program, cannot be lgnored. The evaluators conclude that there seems : to ‘
be a.slgniflcant positive effect In English and Spanish.reading assoclated
with participation with the,flrst session, In the summer. of 1977 This

may be due to the latency of the program;- and there is some weak evidence’
suggesting that the program benefits are- real and Jong= term:, the effect

of small increments for ‘each year that has el\/;ed'ance exposure to. the

program began _ hd

B O : . . - L e
Obiecteve 3 To tmprova the at:\zaaqoa of puptle whose. parenta parttospata
in Project PACT to a statistioally etgnzf%aant (p<<10) degree. The average
daily attendance of childrén of partioipating parente. will be eompared  to
_the attendance of other. puptlo of Pottar—Thomae School who are in tha same
grade ) _(‘w, . , :

M v

"Thls obJectIveﬂwas not axtalned but the anxendance was hlgh (91 3%)

' _regardless .of whether parepts participated or not\

. T v.\‘.
R Attendange'Hgie wera/analyzed~uslng,a\regreslen'modhlgSImllar t;\Stat
e

results are shown In Table 3. A step-function:
the offect on atten unse of age, a variable closely
puplls and of their bifth
Place were controlled ‘statistlically by dummy virlablos. DIfferences In

‘'used for Objectlve 2. nF
was used to control fo

value ESOL level var!ablc. Parent particlpation was then analyzed using -

" .six dummy variables, to represent particlpation In the three school year . ‘mi

programs and the three -summer’ programs (1 -‘Vcs, 0 = no).. The model ‘explained *

at the crltcrlon level statcd in the objective. . [ A
N : ¢ t . ,-L;" £

: Of passlng lntcrcst Is the regression wclght of 5 88 for parent pantlclpatlon

In the schodl yeay of 1978, Thc hrobabillty for thls leghttls close to 1};

the level of slgnlflcancc (p< and provides an Indlcatlon that chlldten

of ‘participants. [n that program attcndcd school an avegrage of 6 days more ; ..

than did other puplls. e : . K

143 of the variance of attendance, and nonec of.the welghts was slgniflcant ,ﬁﬁ‘ '
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To |ncludeuas many ‘cases. ‘as: possnble |n the analysns of attendance, -

2-a prorated estlmate of .“the number of days.a. pup|l would have: been preseﬁb »

. for:the entlre year. was used in the analydis when the. pupil "was tnrolled

~-and the. relatjvelyulow percentage: of variance explained by the regréssion’ model'ﬂ

- workshops nn EnSl]ISh ff:v, -*

before year end .f~71 T T

Corps motnvates youn adults to seek work _”1 et ﬂrt

for only part. of the year. The': evaluatnon of attendance was conf.ifed. to:

grades . 1-3 because records of fourth grade puplls were sent to other schools ‘(°5f'

" )

- : ' o /
K The attendancerdata suffer from the limltatnons descr|bed for the test
-.data of Objective.2. . The relatlvely small: number ‘of cases”in the'analysls

suggest that ‘weak re]atlonshlps between parent partlcipatlonoand ‘attendance -
may ‘have gone undetected “The problem ‘may have ‘been .confounded by the high
average attendance and the colllnearltles among the varlables '

Rl

Obgectzve 4 Zb provzde 81% workshopsﬁgealzng wzth the hzetory and cﬂZture

snx'subJect areas: because the materlal had been .covered: preV|ously

“1n. l9T§§1980 the workshops were’ held whnl olayear claSses fo#

'; adults were in sesslon Partncnpants ln these. ckasses would go to a workshop

in lieu of attending a- class Program announcements, ‘were: ‘sent. home with -
the ch|ldren of the Potter—Thomas School in order to ‘attract.parents who. .

" This’ obJectuve was'attalned Substltutlonsbwere made for f|ve of the ﬂlﬁ:;'

o ?;oflPuerto cho, fhmmly.relatzons, dbmestzc arts, nutrwtzon,keonsumer educatzon “fi;’
“'g‘\f:or,drug addzcbzon - L e % R

were not participating ‘inthe school-year ‘program.’ The prOJect“coordunator LTl

‘:;’estlmated the attendance at the’ workshops ‘conducted in. Spantsh ‘as ranging-

- between’ 100 and 150. people He reported that about 50 people«attended the f:f

e -.

; Two workshops, one ‘in. the afternoon and bne in- the'evenlng, were conductedfl
by” staff of :the .Phil delphla Eléctric Company., The: topic of the workshops'“ IR

“was. the.conservatio of energy resources |n the home. -The workshops-were
held in Span|sh ‘ . . PR - P )

o

The Nelghbo' ood Youth Corps conducted two even|ng workshops, ‘one ln

Spanlsh and one ln Engllsh.- The subJect of ‘the programs was ‘work’ opportunltle'"

for young adults, hew they should-go: about- seeklng work, and bow the Youth

_ The Phlladelphla Chapter of the Puerto Rlcan Forum conducted u~oheven|ng
programs, one. in English" and one in- Spanlsh n:“The“content ‘dealt wlth f|nding

N a JOb looktng for work wr|t|ng a. resume, and belng |nterV|ewed

T

The Amerucan Cancer Soclety presented two sernes of three programs
each One was held durlng the. mornlng, the. other: during’, the evening. They

. were coﬁHucted in- Spanlsh.. The series focused onlcancer preVention and
' ways to obtaln mbdlcal adV|ce J-,. oy ;__s;)_, B A TO R

~.7"~. PR

The Phtladelphla Communlty College s 0fflce of Blllngual EduCatlon _ijl; 5

-Conducted three ‘evening programs ‘in Spanlsh The alm ofgthe program was-
- to tell. participants. about opportunltles for Spanlsh-speaklng @nd blllngual
peoplelln college, how to apply to- the college,_and how to. choose courses

. B




'71 ‘for hlgher education.” Some people present gave the organization representat|Vetw

e

which school year ‘program participants could: put their new.educational status

v but not readied for dissemination. - Ew__‘.”,

”QV stiii be completed None of the packets has been published

N
~ - '.;v' -, : . » a . . . . n : .o

. g . . ) . . - T - E L c i y
RN 4 . PR

One eVening program was conducted by LULAC (League of United Latinh
Amerlcah Citizens).. The program focused.on the ‘seeking of ‘financial aid.

their ﬁ}mes and fiiied out appiicatlon forms.‘;,~g-

- ",v'
. -

The program conducted by the Phiiadeiphia Eiectric Company deait WIth r;"
an area of- domestic.arts. The. remaining programs focused on the “uses to

“or broadened parents'’ understanding of the educationai and career options .
open to their chiidren.,kb‘;~ﬁ R T . - g
. ,. L T kN ". ‘ ) - . o . . T T ‘>/=. B

Obgectzve 5 Ib enabZe parents 0 znteract wcth teaahers through cZassrqam '
vzsztatzjﬁs-— daily in the summer, two" to_three times. during the year--and . ‘
through eation; .by parents and resource speczaZzsts, of - learming pack ts L

- to be used-at home. with children. - These packets will include.a. vartet ~Q{‘_}ﬂ5fri"_j”¥

" of .activities to reinforce learning euch as individual vocabuZary fb;es, .
pzcture cardb, mathematzcaz games, and mnemonzc devzces.a', i

ThlS obJect|Ve was partiy attained it describes two d|Verse goais Sl
whlch are reported separateiy. R PRI S . -
¥ 7' . o ; ‘a _‘ - . ST Vs 3 o . .

' Parents'-lnteraction with teachers.” During the summer pr gram, parents ERERE

had daily. contact with the resource specialists (who |nstructed them about:

“; ‘the ways they could. create-a home environment -conducive to higher levels
of pupil achnevement) and observed children receiving: instrUction, not daiiy _ . g
':as stated in, the obJective, but one or -two. t|mes per. weeﬁ, s T T

, Durlng the schooi year, there were no events desugned to haVe PACT ']" , .

* summer’ program particlpants observe* ciasses, and there’were no parent ses lOnS_x

wnth currucuium deveiopers.;~Thus, the goai of " haV|ng’parents interact wnt

teachers was’ attained for the summer, but not for the schooi year. s
: R TN

Currlcuium deVeiopment., During ‘the first two years of the proJect, ‘

i“currlcuium developers.and. parents desugned curricuium packets - to be- used .

by’ parents at home.: In- the summer : component,-. S0 e ‘packets were made by. parents
‘under the supervision of the deveiopers. ‘Many, other packets were designed

Q

in 1979 80, the schooi year‘efforts of.the curr|cuium deVeiopers were
devoted to. preparing d|agrams and-‘written/instructions to.be included ‘in-
'the packets. From February to April, 1980, the deveiopers‘met at the: Muitiiing&ai
lnstructlonai Resource Center of the ScHool District. Three sets of |nstructionai
.packets were “worked ‘on-=one for*prekindgrgarten and kindergarten, one. for'
grades one -and- two, -and one for grades «three and four. 'When completed,
-each_set is expected -to contalin about ten’ ianguage arts packets, flfteen' J

foeo

ot : .‘_,;- :_/;;f,":

RIS ;f-.,<'-‘ . . . s

1
o Thus, in: 1979'1980 the obJective of haying parents work on the deveiopmentv;

mathematlcs packets, and fiVe sociai studies packets. o s S

The packets are expected to El prlnted by September, 1981 ‘At that{',vif ST
time, dissemlnation of packets to’ parents during the schooi year«shOuid R
begln. ,‘#ﬁ'. . SR ) ‘,r,_. N - _'3 S ,a KH_;;fl',[_

" of curriculum. packets was partially attained. . During the Summer, parents

:made.and took. home :curriculum packets. :During the school year, .some packets :f‘
were readied- for, pubiication by curriculum deVeiopers. Other packets must '

P R A
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. Obgectzve 6: Tb pﬁbvzde coursés. durzng the. day and/or the evenzng durwng

_the school year in order to, teach commnication gkills. zn Ethzsh and zn
jSpanzsh At Zeast 15 parents wzbl.be enroZZed zn each course. ' .

o

- ThIS obJectlve was partiy attalned Two Sessions of English and one, -
_ijseSSIon of Spanlsh instruction, were conducted ‘Thirty nine.or more people B
-~ -enrolled .in-each’ ‘course " of study, but fewer than~15 reported being parents '
"."of Potter Thomas puplis 'ﬁi' T TR . ,_,.”5;3 .
T The courses were. begun dur|ng the first week of October An’ English
5‘ciass was conducted during the ‘afternoons. It had a total ‘enroliment of -

48 people, accordlng to the roll: book " kept by the adult basic education’
f.aspeclailst in charge. The aVerage attendance -in. ‘this’ ciass on’ ‘the fFive -
}jdays that |t ‘was monltored was 12 aduits. This ciass met three times per A
' week. IR o : '

A second Enginsh ciass met tWICe a week in the'euening ”The‘roii‘s }x o ivieﬁ;pjl

) ,book listed 55 partlclpants ‘The average obserVed attendance durlng two .

. _'monitorlng V|sits ‘was 26 S*éduits o _ SRR {’:P :

“f E The part|c1pants in, the Engilsh ciasses were- neariy aii Hispanic, ah ' /_“
techniques geared to pe0pie iearnlng Engilsh ‘as a, second ianguage were sed ...

fW|thimost partncnpants . : : '

. The Spanlsh c0urse was heid during the afternoon and met. three t|mes, '

- .per week. The record kept by ‘the adult education speclaiist indicated -that:

.39 peopie were . enroiied During f0ur monltoring vislts, an aVerage attendan
.of 25 peopie was ' obserVed : T L o __.;,

..

One flfth of the peopie present during the monitoring of the Spanlsh ‘ .
class were English.dominant. -The remainder were Hlspanic aduits who were - S
|mprOVIng ianguage arts sk|iis in the mother tongue ' : . s

p Durlng aii vnsnts to the ianguage arts ciasses, the observer nOthed
- that the classes were divided ‘into groups for part- of the’ instruction. : P
.The groups were based on the degree that: the aduits knew the target ianguage;iv~' '

: PrOJeCt |nformat|on forms were compieted by part1c:pants when they ‘ -
'gj,entered the program. - One- person in the Spanish class and 11 pedple in the"
T Engilsh ciasses recorded hav1ng chiidren attending Potter-Thomas

. Dur|ng past years, ‘It was - noted that the’ Engiish ianguage arts ‘course -

~.'was often taken. 'in conjunction with the GED: course in Spanish. Comparlson‘"

.. of-roll books nndncated that’ nlne pe0pie were studying this combnnatnon '

©in 1979'1980 : _ . _ L

.Obgectzve 7 Ib provzde courses: in baszc educatzon in E%glzsh and in Spanzsh‘~'

- Teading to an English or.a Spanish GED dszoma.v At Zeast 1§ paren#s szZ s
"‘pass one subtest from the GED examznatzons N ,

Thns ObJeCthe was consldered attalned anteen parents of Potter Thomas"35"“:"'”'5

'ﬂschooi puplis took. one or more-of. the GED subtests examlnation, and 14 passed -
‘at least one. .A total of 103 adults’ (parents and other community. members)' '
. took the examlnatlon, and 35 earned a, GED h|gh schooi dnpioma ' :

LA




- ar,.FOur GED classes were- conducted in the schooi year, two 1h Engilsh I
‘and-two in Spanish ~One class In each language was held during the afternoon;
~ “and -the. other, in the. evening. ‘According to. the roll books malntained by.
-the- adult basnc education specialists, the enroiiments +in' the classes: were

~.as. follows: aftérnoon Spanish, 46 partlcipants, afternoon Engligh, .22 partnclpants,'. J

;'_evenlng Spanlsh 53 Participants, evening English 60 participants

The GED examlnatlons in Engiish and ln Spanish are.administered periodlcaiiy

fffby the Measurement ‘and Research Center of Temple. University “For this report,--z
“E:records of partlclpants who- took one’ or more parts: :of the examinations at’

the center between June, 1979 and June, 1980 were reviewed. People who - ;_5 C
- .were tested ‘during the summer of 1979 were in classes during the " 1978~ 1979 L
_-‘schooi year Those tested iater Were in the program during 1979 1980 ‘ "9“
The report prepared by the Center showed that 103 peopie had been tested
_durlng the thirteen month interval.’ "By’ matchlng names and Social Security -
_numbers of people who were: tested Wlth those on the informatlon forms which - L
“were to.be completed- by . project . part:cipants, evaluators - identified 15 examlnees'

~.who had children.who were attending the Potter- Thomas Schooi As -a third<
~..of the ' examlnation ‘records could-not: be atched with proJect information_.

-forms, the number of partncipants who were parents was’ pFobabiy underestlmated

-'iObgectcve 8 To take parenta and ahderen on. varcoua fieZd trcps to cuZturaZ .;"
and hcstorcc sctea BRI A . ST o L S
v " This. obJectlve was'attained"”SiX”diFferent'trips were'part’ot'the

}TSummer program Four trips were conducted during the schooi year

. Durlng the summer . program parents and thidren vnsited Vaiiey Forge_f'f
~v'and took -a boat. ride on the Delaware River. . Parents took 'a walking tour '

~ of . the. hlstorlcai area of Phiiadeiphla and visited the Phiiadeiphia Museum

of Art. Chlidren ‘went_ to the zoo and ‘saw. a produgtion of a piay, ”Clndereiia "
.at the Piayhouse in the Park v . ,

, As part ‘of the end of the-summer interV|ews (see ObJectiVe i) parents

a were asked about. the ‘trips on which they went. Of the 23 parents- who were:
,interV|ewed 21 reported that they went on-the waiking tour -of the hlstoricai
-area of the. city, and' 21 went to the art museum. ~All 23" stated that they

" went on the boat. trlp Twelve stated that they had visited Valley- Forge

. at the time of tHe |nterv1ew, but a group of parents and chlidren were scheduied
. to V|5|t Vaiiey Forge after the lnterV|ews Lt e ;

, All but one of the parents who went on the waiking tour couid descrlbe »

L somethnng about one or more of “its aSpects -~ The place mentioned most ‘of ten o
‘was-the U.S. Mlnt “Other th|ngs ‘mentioned, in decending order of frequency,,,"-'

. were old houses and streets, a church, the Betsy Ross House, the F.ireman' s L
"~ Museum and books about old Phiiadeiphia -~ All but one of the parents who .

. went to the art museum wére able.to’ describe some type of exhibit. - The -

“one remembered most frequently was the Japanese Tea House. Paintings were .

- ‘mentioned next most often.  The foiiowlng were mentioned by one .to three -

-.people:. antiques, rei|g|ous art, sculpture, tapestries, ‘an lndian tempie,f,ff;"
‘band "pretty thlngs”" One person said that the museum was not 1nteresting S

KR

LRI




[ O

*ﬁto~being,bn,tﬁé boat, children's reactions”to bejng on aboat, an
of the ride. One parent stated that the trip was nbt‘Ln;éresting;gand one .

¢ " only half of Y ,
+ they were interviewed.. One parent éompl?ihed_thétjshebdfdfnot;get;go.see
"+ some of the sights on the trip.. The other nife ‘interviewees reported that- . .
; 1_hﬁhey'had'léarned-ébout.SomewaSpeét_bf the lives of the soldiers during-the / .
“ibattle that was fought there.. The: parents were most Impressed by the small’ " - -
. .size of 'the buildings (8 comments)...One to three parents commented ‘about . - - .
" the park area' itself, the soldiers' uniforms, the chapel,: aspects ‘of how = -:7g" i

"parent did not answer the question about the.trip. =~

. ngﬁgjbdat.pﬁlp'engénde?edﬂrq§p6nsesfﬁhat were'different In quality - .~ =
from thé:other trips of.the_summer~program§"Flve'pqrents‘allu?ed to sights =
reactions . -

v

visible from the bodt.' The remaMming respgnses had to do with/rez , R
d the enjoyment -. .,

4

‘the interviewees had Beén'éﬁwthé‘VéJjey Fdrgc'tﬁibEWhén v* 'L}i.

-  u§$61dier$.Iived, the”histbry'oﬁjthe=park,,aﬁd.a fil@-that wés shown.. .~ <

,_‘1‘_1QWHeniasked, ésﬁpéfé'bfvthefeVéIQaﬁfon‘of ObjéCtiVé l, if.tHéYﬁhédiieéfﬁedfﬁtp§'
- to ‘help their children with4aSpegts;cf,socia]xstugles, ha]f>the;parentng,;'?. L

j('\.;

" “sald "No," The CGntentfof,theﬁparentls‘answers?to'qués;lonsfaboutvthe'four:f:@ S

o trips:of{;he;summer,programilnd4catéd that these parents had Jdearned social .

_studies content, but had not learned how'tOﬂuse;;his:khowléage to help chi]dfén;ff jf

_','f?f HDUEfﬁgﬁghe school year,-parents énd_pérti&ipantszin‘fhe}langﬁageﬁarfS'f L
“and ‘GED courses went . on the following_trgps:[‘The Franklin Institute Science . -

%

_ "Museum, 76 adults; the Philadelphia Museum of Art, approximately 60 adults,=" ..
- Longwood Gardens, approximately 85 adults; and a full day bus trip to New' . .« . = (3

Y teach*Hispanic'parentsﬂhgwﬂxd'complemgnt'theVbllihgggl;ggggétioh]théi?;children'n_3
. receive at Potter-Thomas sﬁHbQJ-and;af§Ch001.YeaT.Pfogram'geafed to teaching . . -
. basic skills'to adults of the Potter-Thomas community.  The school year .~ "
s " 'program includes supplementary workshops, and both ‘programs include-educational.

'SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

~ York City, 71 adults. The numbers,of'participahts'onjéachftrip,were‘estima;edﬂv”“rﬁl
. from fees paid for-admissiops.. These riumbers include the project staff ..
© .~ members, who he]pgg T

o,

o

o S T e e
‘Project PACT consists of two major components, -a summer program designed to--

R I

© " Analyses 6f'the'peffbfmaﬁce'bf-éHf]dréhfbf:parents Qho;haVe'ever:pértic1péfé§jg-

. in the program suggest that the Summer 1977 component has had a statistically = - |

‘term cumulative effects; rather than a one-time boost.. The effect of parent .~ '

significant effect-on pupils’ ability to read Englishwahd’Spanfsh;; Although

‘this may. be the result of the calibér-of-partlgibah}s attracted the first- -

time. the program was offered, it .may also be due: to the program having long— = -

pé%ticipation_on'the'attendénce.pfﬁtheir ;hi]drehTWasﬁth“dchgrﬁlb]e:to a

-S;étiSticilﬂyusignificani;ﬂegfee4al B
: ' . Lo \ - ITOUA .

...F_rﬁ thé,1979.sqmmér_brdgrém;,péfehtS'fepogtedfthéﬁ;ﬁﬁé?:ﬁédfieérnédfli ST
how to help.their-children. They\haaf??%qUen?'contac;'withfteabhersvwho».g

‘serye -as-resource specialists,fmade{curriculum-packets which they. could- - .

take home; participated In trips, and observed the instruction of children. . - E
e TR R A EESTE TR uetion BT ENEIS

e R VRIS B :
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: a'During the 1979 1980 Schooi year program, parents and other‘members )

‘ of “the. community attendeg Engiish and’ Spanish languageé’ classes and classes
~+\ . conducted In Edglish or

panish ‘leading to the high schooi equivalency “:
degree.'Over one hundred peoplé. took the examinations, and . thirty, five ‘w." o
.~ ....earned the degree.’ ‘Workshops Tere- conducted by six different, agencies orf - .,*

topics ranging frqm energy conservation to career opportunities. “The. program
-coordlnator reported ‘that " these’ Sessions Were attended by from. flfty to

v -: one hundred fifty peopie. 1 e J’*,._ e _ e T
e \ NP . e, Sl ) '_v,v.: e ,_,ig_' . ,3- B BT S
,5;'fA - Curricuium deveiopers edlted ‘and compieted packets that had qeen desngned ‘
.hjéf » during the " previous years of .the program, wnth the goai“of disseminating g . ?g

s, them by the" fa]i of 1981 Four trips were obnducted for partlcipants during
S the schooi year._,; A .,_1thq“ : .

Y evoived beyond -the” origi al pr0posai Aithough ‘the program ‘was designed U T nn
¢+ for. Poteer-Thomas parents,_they comprlse ohly-a- minority of .the, school ,. ' T
. “year _program. partlclpants.' One obJectiVe ‘describés: teaching summer program ,
{:fpartlcipants facts about the: biinnguai school ;. ‘In fact:the program goes
.:further, teaching darents how to help~ chuidren master schooi Work.:’ Anothe
“-objective calls for curriculum, deveiopment activities duning/which parents v
> and:‘teachers ‘work- together; actuall Y during ‘the school" year teachers; eadied
RS materlais by_;hemseives..abr these. reasons, evaiuators beileve “that" prOJth’ A ‘;V']
obJedtlves should be revieWed,,and In some’ cases,v evfsed to'refiect thp:lﬂly~_ﬁ9ffﬁ
deveIOpment of the prog am. "y L 5 - S
$.

: P
‘9 AT “;(
S

' S|nce S|m|iar‘re ts haVe:been found ln eariier evaiuatlons of the

.. .first two years of. the program, the evaluators cohclude. that the program .~ - B
~3fwhas had a measureabie effect - ‘on the behavior of .school chlidren in the important™ {1*
Cone o skills of . reading - in Spanish and Engiish and has lmproved the academlc achievement
ST ‘of program partlcipants. .

i TR S
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A EXECUTIVE SURHARY.

o Projecf PK@T (Parents nd Children Together) was deslgned’ to complement the

Let's Be Amlgos blllngupl program at the P tter-Thomas School by -involving Hispanic’
parents In the education'of their childred.” Ouring the summer, Spanl:h-speaklnq

parents prepared cu:rlculun\wackots under the supervjslon of cyrriculum developers. = .
#nd observed the Instructlon of children. Durling the schoo! year, Spanish and . -
English languag€ arts classes and General Education Development "(GED courses In

“the two languages were provided for adults in the community, Warkshops were conducted .

in-both the summer and school year programs.
. T !
A comparlson\of interview protocols from the bcglnnlng and the end of the

" summer' showed that parents. had learned new materfal. about the ways they coild help
“thel children at home with reading, maghematics,.and ‘soclal studles, The Hlspanlc
" puplls' scores, on publisfed tests adminlistered In the spring showed that parents'

participation during any of the summer programs.had ‘a long-term, beneéficlal effect

on the ‘Spanish and English reading skills of thelr chlldren.- .Parents' particigation
during thecsummer ‘programs also had a positive effect on thelr children's attendance.
The effects of parent particlpation In the summer programs were cumulative; that Is . .
chlldren whose parents participated more than once had, on average, higher scores” o
and better attendance than children whose parents partlcipated only one time.

— The number of school-year ‘program partlclpants was several times the minlmum

* number specified by the objectlves about language arts ‘and GED classes, and forty-

three partlhcipants earned the GED. Objectives describing curriculum development,

~ parent- teEchgr Interaction, and fleld trips were attained. 'An objective describing. .

the pr on of workshops was partlally attalned, as there were two less workshops

_than spécified. As the 1980-81 funding year drew to. an end, work on three volumes

of curriculum. packets had been completed "and prlntlng of the volumes durlng the'
'fall of 1981 had, been scheduled .

o

v e .
28073



‘1t Included high s

'fRATlONALE

o /' PROJECT PACT © . .

~

-

INTRODUCTION. - o o

. Project PACT (Pdrents and, Children Togethrr) complcmented the Let's Beo angosv
bl 1lngual program at the Potter-Thomas School. . The major agtlvitles of the project, .

ware: . teaching parents about school operatlon and currlctliam, showlng pargnts
'_actlvltles that they could use at home to relnforce thelr chlldren's classroom
“lhstructlon, acqualntlng parents with the caltural resoyrces of Phlladelphla and
' nclqhborlng ¢ltles, and teaching basicskills to adults of the schdol c0mmunltv.

As a result gf these actlvltles parents were expected: to acqulre new skllls and
thelr chhldrcn S perfqrmance In.'school was expectcd to. lmprove. o

The project’was composed of two major programs. The. sumnor program served
parents ‘of Hlspanlc chlldren ‘who attended or Ware. about to attend Pottcr~Thomas

'School., The parents learned about the school CUrrlculum ‘and about the things

they could. do to help thelr chlldren master thelr school work. Children of the -
local communlty partliclpated In classes which were observed by the parents.s.

- Parents and chlldren went an trlps to cultural and recreatlonal sltes,
. L]

AN N —

The schoolryeaglﬁrogram served parents and other adults of the local” communlty.
1. equlvalency classes, language arts clagses In SpanF!h and

Ips and currlculum development

Engllsh. workshop.

e - ' ) . :c‘ri«b
The Potter Thomas ch061 was selected as the projdct-site because lts LEA-
supported billngual malngenance program enables all chlldren to develop competence

- In" English and, In Spanish. - Project PACT Included some components taught ‘in English
and others.

»Spanlsh, parallellng the language lnstructlon pattern of the school,

communlty served by “the Potter-Thomas’ School many adults are ln-mlgrant

In th

~from Puerto Rlco.. Many adults lack baslc academlc skllls, are unaware of the

resources In- the ‘community and the- clty, and are unable to, reinforce at home “the
concepts . taught In school. ln order to help parents become resources -

l'for thelr'chlldren, the parents. particlpated In academic and cultural actlvltles
J,.and also acqulred practlcal knowledge about health and family prohlems

B

" PREVIOYS FINDINGS . o

1979-80: .Analyses of tests glven in the sprlng showed that* Potter-Thomas |
Schoo! pupils whose parents had partlclpated in the Summer 1977 Program had

~statistically S|gn|fldantly higher Spanish and English readlng scores than dld

other, equivalent pupils In the school. Although this may ‘have been due to the
caliber of the parents attracted to the program- ln 1977, the first year It was

offered, it hay also have been due to the program s having a long~- term effect.

Analyses of attendance data falled to show a’ slgnlflcant effect

The parents who partlcipated in the prOJect during the summer-of 1979 were '
able to describe a varlety of ways they had ‘learned to help their children with
school work. During the school year, over 100 people took the examlnatlons for, .

Ty
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R j_jand 35 earned, the GED high schooi equivalency dip,0ma.
'f;;-*‘fa.:workshops ‘and fieid trips ‘were attalned
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19?8-19?9

197?-19?8

R “Durlng the’ 1977-78"

-”of ‘pupils-were controlled.

v

“and field- trips were met.:

'.f.heip ch|idren with schooi work.:

. vfattendance.than did-their-classmates. ;.
. English and Spanish Teading to ‘the GED were: weii r
fmembers of the commun|ty earnbd dlpiomas.

L Parentai partlcipation in- the summer i mpo
: f[with pup|is having statisticaiiy sugnificantiy higher scores
'fiahguage arts.mastery in Spanish and iin" English when- background characteristlcs e
When- the characteristics were controiied,,the difference

‘7f'”jg=between the attendance. of chlidren of participants and other simiiar chiidren‘
T was not statlsticaiiy sign|f|cant.$__ T : . S L

v By

Objectlves regarding

0ther o ectlves regard| parent educatlon,

nt was assoc|ated
n measures of -

T The anaiysis of parent lnterv1ews conducted during the summer program . _

o ﬁreveaied a statisticaiiy skgnlflcant gain.in participants'“knowLedge of ways 'to -
T Thirty schooi-year .program: participants earned..
“iwe . GED- high- schooi equivaiency dipiomas, and the program goais regarding workshops lf,ﬁ”“ 7
o Instructlonai packets to" enable’ parents to "help their:
"' ¢hlldren master school work wéte written' during the, schooi year, but’ required”‘fr o
‘j”j;editing before;they“could_becgiven_to parents.i,‘ ‘ ST

= During ‘the flrst program year, a true-faise test designed to
:;_,1-'measure parentsI acquisition of “information. -about the Potter-Thomas School
., failed: to, detect statisticaiiy sngn|ficant cranges for the summer program._-
-school -year, " ‘the summer program participants
1 tically_SLgniitcantJy_hlgher_Spanish_Leadlng_test scores. and better .

In the school -year program, ‘courses" in
eceived and at i(ast nine

chlidrgg had




CUL e LMD AMPLEMENTATION oot e s

THE. SUMMER P“KOGRAM T

] T TR

f: “'The summer pro ram was’fuiiy |mpiemented ‘A fiveﬁNeek program was conducted e

;"for §pan|sh speaking parents of Potter-Thomas pupils and: children of the local"
IR communTty durlng the month-of "Jdly. Participants for the program were: recrulted
©. . . by notic¢es sent home W|th Potter-Thomas School pupil$, by an ann0uncement made
A on a Spanish language radlo program, and by home visits. ' .
P ‘,':_, Documents |ndICated that the attendance oﬁ parents ranged from 32 to 50°
7o+ ... "‘people, and averaged 43; the -attendance of - chuidren ranged from 52-to 80 and
/i oo -averaged, 68....These flgures r sent—a. small ‘reduction. in parent partlcipatlon
J.. 0 7 -and'a 40% reduction in ‘the nudﬁ@g of children from'the previous'year. The”
-enrollment -of parents,_who were paid a stipend, was-maintained at .about 50

“-people, but, as-is. frequentiy the case. In adul't educatlod, there were a few:

parents who left. the program.. before it -was over. ' The vacancies that were created H_dlf%

f.were fiiied, and .a totai oﬁ 55. different parents were pa|d prOJect st|pends
‘durlng the summer. - : ) : .

f . . . . 4

'jh~'f7 The parents were asslgned to one of three groups.;vDurlng the courSe of the
. summer - ‘program. each group covered . elements of the kindergarte through fourth= - .

—of-two curriculum developers. specnaiized in each of.~
L the subject areas. The ‘teams. of developers rotated -among the parent groups, "jjﬁf,
oy giV|ng each group an opportunity to concentrate: on one of the subject areas!for ' .
o ﬂu; about- one-thlrd of the program, or about elght days.,» - e i

,,f @\ ievei span and attempted to’ |nciude a variety of subject areas appropriatevto
S , it.. This pattern was changed in 1980 -because. the currlcuium deveiopers felt that
oo } SubJect based teams wouid make more effective use: of" the deveiopers |nterests ;
L7 'andiskills. 1t ‘was ‘also ‘felt that the new pattern’ would create ‘variety. that
would. appeal to the 18 parents who had part|c|pated in the summer: component
- “the past.- The new pattern: appeared ‘to-be"an . improvement to thé evaluators
. because. |t eilmlnated instances of some -parents®. examinipg ‘the elements of a
"subject out of the- ‘sequence in which they ‘are usuaiiy iearned- e. g., fourth-
grade ar|thmet|c before first grade arithmetlc."' . S _ PN
T (& RTINS
_ Six groups of chiidren, organ|zed by grade ievei, participated in the
. summer component. A resource spectialist- supervisegﬁzach group.. As"in. the. past
- mathematlcs,‘ianguage arts, and soclal ‘studles wereXtaught,. wnth emphasis om.

"use 'of 'English, -mirforing the language pattern of the Potter-Thomas schooi year
program“for Spanlsh dominant ch|idren.. ‘ v v B » . -
P TURTS e wm@'m~;m,mv~~

As.in- prior summers, parents had an. opportunity to, observe ‘thé resource”

~grade curr|cuium of three ‘subject ‘areas in Spanish: mathematics, ‘reading. skills, wiufi

During the pr|or summers, each currucuium deveioper concentrated .on .a grade_ o

__“'.lnstructlonai strategies-that had game element3:s The activities ‘for'the younger ﬁffiff:i
.- children were: prlmarliy in. Spanish while those for the older children. made more. ‘. . .-

e specialists’ “teaching- the -groups. of children and to discuss the ways. that the. f;fj,nifff*f

'.}' - chlidren reacted to the various actiV|ties with the proJect personnei T;,T.'f;..

- IR Three trlps were conducted ‘as. part of the Summer program., Parents went to
BT the Phniadeiphla Museum’ of - Art, children-went to the’ Frankiln Institute, and '
~both parents and chlidren went to the Philadelphia 200, . The discussions of .
~.Objectives ‘5 and 8, ‘in theéfoiiowing section, contain more’ |nformat|on about:
parent teacher contact and about the trips conducted dur|ng the summer.,.vﬁ,ﬁ.f

Tfégit?u;tif;i}f;?fiilgyrﬁ;;ygv;r




" THE. SCHOOL-YEAR PROGRAM

S
o The 1980~ 81 school year. program began in NOVember, shortly after the delayed
.‘openlng of the ‘Philadelphia public schools, and continued to the ‘end of Juhe. " , S
_The program -of GED and. language arts courses that was conducted ‘the previous _ B ﬁ ;‘
year was repeated Three sessions of English language: arts were offered:. two" R
sessions met for two evenings per week, the third met on three afternoons. A Spanish
"language ‘arts class met two.afternoons each week. “There were. four General Educa- o -q,j
tion’ Development -(GED)" high school equivalency classes._ af teFnoon ‘Spanish, .~ - . .
-evening- Span|sh, afternoon English, and even|ng Engllsh.,_The GED classes’ each -
‘met tWIce a week ! C DRI . TR Dl
4 A new feature in 1980 81 was tutorial classes for participants in the GED and’ R
E;;language arts classes, in which people who' were falliﬂg ‘behind_or failed: to '
'..grasp ‘a concept ‘could. obtain ‘individual: help “The Spanish ‘tutorial session was o
'fconducted one_afternoon and one: evening each week.‘ The English tutorial sesslon fc‘
- was conducted on . two evenings.v»v'.' . . L : “f B
L “All the c0urses were conducted by bil@ual resource specialnsts for aduit
"'ivfba5|c educatlon The specialists assigned o the various classes were native - o
. ‘speakers’of the courses' target . languages.‘ Additional Information about the: GED and
language arts classes can be found in’ the d|scussions of ObJectives 6 and 7 ' ‘

‘ - Four trips and f0ur—workshops—were_conducted_fon_school'vear program - . .
jpart|c|pants. All took. place in.:the spr|ng The personnel who. conducted them'”' _ ‘
. were.biVingual, but, as the maJority of the- participants was Hispanic, the ‘use ,ff"#"
-~ of- the Spanish language tended ‘to predominate :ip the actIV|ties that were observed..
‘The workshops were held on. school day afternoons, ‘and “the trips, with the exception
~-.of .an evening ballet’ performance, were held on school days.; Add|t|onal informatlon-
.v_-aboug the workshops and the trips can be found in the evaluat|on of ObJectiVes 4 i
: and . 4 . e R ke -

.o

. <~ During vigits to-the high school equivalency classes, evaluators observed that
. ‘;l, Spanlsh English GED manuals provided .by the project were’ the primary- " - -
: |nstruct|onal tools., ‘Mimeographed ‘materials ‘prepared. by, or. obtained by, the = " . .-
- resource’ spec|_ ist frequentiy supplemented the GED manual L o 'ﬂ";- AR 4

‘ Eljg;p/classes and actiV|ties of the school year component were monltored

, Part|c|pants ‘were expected to read materlals and to work on. exerC|ses at v
home. During the classes, the specialists used, ‘lecture technlques, gave partici=.
'pants opportunltles to work on exercises, and then reviewed ‘the answers to the .- .~

-~ exercises. Wlthin each class, most partlcipants worked on the same materials. at
- “about the" same time. Alth0ugh some work was done In each of the various subject .
~areas-of the GED examination- dur|ng the typ|cal class, as the date of a partlcular

‘subtest approached more emphasis was. placed 6n" -its content.’ The .instruction of.

- people who were. behnnd the majority-of the class was Supplemented through- the -
"tutorial classes, -and s parate “catch up groups” were no - longer observed dur|ng
-f;the regular GED seSS|o ys. o _ :

: O,
The language arts classes served adults who were heterogeneous in the|r
;ﬂknowledge of . the target language.v They ranged. from people ‘who were’ learning the

© - language for. the first time to- people who were reviewing skills “in their native - ‘

»'-language., Overall, the: instructional, content was simpler than the language arts. .
*‘skills‘taught |n the GED classes “ Wlthin the classes, there were many Subgroups.[’




'the school district!s Multi-lingual. Instructional Resources Center prepared ‘the

I .
PR
[

When the content involved speaking and understanding th(*ﬁanguage, the Subgroups
worked ‘together.'” When reading, writing and grammar were. taught, the subgroups’
.often worked separately. ‘Written materials were usually presented on mimeographed
worksheets. The English classes also used . an English as-a-second-language text.
From time  to time, participants who needed extra help or had been absent made

'. use. of thc tutorial sessions. o ﬁ[.;... , o L P s

DurAng the school year, the curriculum coordinator and med|a speclalist of"'

curricuTum mater|als that had ‘been ‘developed during previous program years. for
publicatlon The ‘materials, which are in Spanish, and are for ‘the use of the,:
“parents, are in the form of curriculum packets. They are being published Ino
three volumes. -A description of their contents, organizatlon, and: status’ as of S
the end of the grant year can be found\ln the evaluat|on of Objectlve 5 § '

Vo

_ o . ATTAlNMENT oF OBJECTIVES R
Obgectzve 1: By the eﬁd of the summer, parents szZ be better abZe to descrzbe,
waye they can help their children with ‘school work in mathematics and: reading, .=~
~and will be abZe to: descrzbe communzty regources they can. vzszt wtth their

e chzldren.-“ STl ", R T L .7_3":':}‘y o

e

9

: Th|s obJective was attained Durlng'the'first andblast Weeks—of—the—summer————————
"‘parents were interviewed about the ways they could help their. children with . - :

"‘reading, mathematics, and social’ studles, ‘and about the degree that they had

*

‘tried these activities. A comparison of the interviews- onducted on the ‘two
‘occasions showed that- there was a. statistically: SIgnlficant |ncrease in parents L
knowledge ahd reported act|vitles (p< Ol)v S S

.. .

FEY

The summer component partlcipants were |nterviewed by a Spanish-speaknng o
‘project. evaluator... Two questions were. asked about each. of three SUbJeCt areas: f,ﬁ_

- reading, mathematics, and social studles._ “The parents were asked what they had

~learned. that could be used to’ help children: with -each of the subJects and” what. .
‘they -had actually done to.help their. children with- them. The. parents ‘answers

'-- were recorded durlng the interview and then rated by -a proJect SuperV|sor and an

‘evaluator. To ‘assure that the ratings of the pre—and-post _program.questions.

‘were independent, each: response was transcrlbed to an index card and was coded .

~as to the interviewee ‘and whether it was from the first or last week of the o
summer ‘component. - The'. index cards cqntaining the answer ‘to_each. question that o
‘were from the.beginning and the. énd of the _program were shuffled and. then glven 1.‘“
-fo_one.of ‘three raters. " They rated the’ responses on the cards. accordlng to a. =

. four-value scale, with high values |nd|cat|ng that  the response - contained. infor= "
‘mation that was to have been conVeyed in the classroom sesslions on the trips.

" The ratings of each parent's answers were theg/sorted out and the_“pre“ and the

E f“post” total scores were computed for each parent.

, Flfty-one interviews were conducted at the beg:nnlng of the summer component,;5g§f”
.and’ 33°at the end. - Thirty people: were interviewed on both: occasions.. of: these , '
"177% showed improved ‘ratings, .17% decl|ned ‘and 6% remained the same. . A sign test

lndlcated that the improvement was not'. likely to’ be chance (z-3 21, p< 01)
8. -
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. 'One concern Withléfprogram‘sucﬁfas-thls, in which parents may participate. -
‘more than once, Is‘that no growth will be found-among. repeat participants. of the 18
" parents who were in'the;Summer‘pfdgram two or more. times, 12 improved.. However, .
" -the amount of their improvement was much smaller. than -that of first.time partici-
- pants., less 'than .two.points as compared- to about seven and one half points figr: -
. the first-time participants. The'difference In Improvement of “the groups was. - .= .. "
W primarily due to .higher scores.at the beginning: of the summer for those ,who-had . ' -
" been in the program before, as”expected.. Cl e T N
. Objective 2: To improveﬂtheugzading_achievement; in English and in Spanish, .
- of the limited English proficiency pupils whose parents participate in Project
‘PACT, -Measuring ins¢ruments will be the Stanford Achievement.Test in reading, -in
English and the Inter<American Test in reading in Spanigh. The -level of achieve- -
. ment in veading. is defined as improved whén there is a statistically significant = ... .
. (p<.10) relationship between reading score and parent participabion inthe -~ ...
" program when:pupiljbackgroundfvariables ave controlled statistically. = =~ . & il

R ~ " In-1978-1979 thg(%fojéct‘dltéctdrﬂﬁndfcétéd thafftﬁisfdbjective-reféfréd ;@:[ .
» 7. 7. children whose .parents participated. In the summer, rather:than the school year," - ' .

. component (Report 8037).

S .. .. The objective was attained. Pupils whose parents participated In the = = -
N ;(-1Summer'program had-Statistjqally'slghjfjcantlyﬂhigher‘English'and;Spanish:réadlng',:
- . scores- than the:children of non-particlipants when the pupils' age, pretest score

v" and_test‘level‘weﬁe.held'statjsticél1Y+cénbtaht=(p<ﬁ10)f-;.'"

‘ | “'For eaéhfsumméP §F pénénf'pérticipétidn; the,pubfls?‘Ehg}ish berfé;ﬁéhce va; H3‘“"
‘was higher by about two.and one--half.scale score points, and ‘their Spanish S
performarice;. by about one and one half raw'Score_poin;s;['Evalygtors¢fégardl S e

‘these improvements as substantial. . _°

. 77 'The English performance of 182 limited English proficiency pupils :in grades = - =
“two' through. four was measured with three subtests, Word. Study Skills, Vocabulary, . ~":°
. and ‘Reading ‘Comprehension, .of the Stanford Achievement Test (Form B) battery. : .. "
Primary - Level | was administered tos113 second and third graders, and Primary:
Level ‘|1 was administered to 69 fourth graders. . . =~ .- . N T
- The analyses held statistically constant the pupils' Age, Pretest Scdfe,-j#:'
- and Test Level. Age and Pretest Scofe were-represented by fdur variables to
'alldw~forfUhequal“ratés_of_growth.among_ﬁupils‘pf;différjng‘agesfandﬂinjtial"
' -abilities and to allow for missing pretests. Program Participation is the
-;number'of_Yéarsfgach'pUpilﬂs parent was-ih;thelSummef_p[ogram;¢*j PR "",; '
.. ... The analysis of wofd.StudnykjI1s*wa$“basedjoh;ll3;gypils,aﬁd;isﬁbfb énted - -
in Table 1. -Program Participation is highly significant. (p<.03); indicating - -. -
_that after the effects of Age, Test Level and Pretest Score were.taken into. - .° . -
_account, -pupils' scale score were an average of 2.86 points-higher for each- - -
summer that.the pupils' parents participated in'the.program.- " L e
o ‘" The analysis of Vocébulary,scokeSJarefbaSQd{Ohf111:PuPiJS_andliS;PreSQnted1 _\;33:[
_in Table 2. - The effect'ofJParentﬁPartﬁchafithwas.high1y:signiijant"(P<ﬂ001)g’ﬂ~".3Q
" The'analysis shows that.parent parcicipation'in;theTsummer_componén;:jncfgasedw‘-,.- S
- .. scores at an-average rate.of 2.69 §;a1éfsc9re points per summer. - L

1
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_ The analysis of Reading Comprehension is presented«in Table 3. |f a pupil
- did not "take both parts of the’ Reading Comprehens ion tezkgﬁone part was used .~
. to estimate, the over all score. The analysis of - ‘the 120 p pils' scores showed
. that, the puplis gained. about. 2.32 points. for. each Summer that parents participated
LThis ain was. statistlcaiiy sngnificant (p< 02) o lp- .

Levei I of the' Inter American Test of Reading was used to measure pupli&'*

" lifSpanish -reading skills. ~The test was. administered to 254 limited English.- L
- proficiency puplls in ‘grades. 1-4, * The" armalysis of performance in. reading in. a",ﬁ a

" Spanish_is- presented in Table 4. As only one test level was-used, the variabie
”Levei does not appear-in the -analysis, In ‘other respects, the approach was. .. s
' - the 'same as that used .to anaiyze the English reading tests. . Parent partlcipation R
v had a statistically signlficant effect (p<.06.)s ~ Puplls'. performance tended :
'_ﬁ._bﬁto ‘be: hlgher by. 1 61 raw score po|nts for each Summer -of parentai part|c|pation
”-’Obgectzve 3 To- tmprove the attendunce of pupzZs ‘whose parents partzczpate e
_in Project RACT to a statistically significant (p<.10) degree. . The average:
" .daily gttendance of children participating parents will be compared to. the .-
'*.;attendance of other pupzls of Potter—l%omas~SchooZ who are in ‘the same: grade
This obJective referred . to parent particlpation 1n the summer.: component
& It was attalned. Pupils whose parents participated in the summer program had -
',statisticaiiy sign|f|cantiy better attendance . than the ch|idren of non- participahts .
~ (p<.10) when ‘the pupii's .age #nd previous’ attendance were held statisticaiiy '
- constant. The .typical" pupli's attendance ‘was two and a haif days hcgher per ﬂ .
"*SChooi year for each Summer of parent part|c|pat|on . .

. The attendance records of 400 . H|spanic LEP (iimited Engiish proficlency) L
A :puplis in grades K<4 at the Potter- Thomas. School were Treviewed at the end. of '“'f-v\\
. the school  year. Flfty one . pupliS were, ‘eXcluded - from the anaiysis because .
¢ the 'pupil's age was missing. -The anainIs of average daily. attendance, measured
- as the: ratio of days present to. days. on roll,;:is presented in- Table 5. The‘~~3_'
ﬂ'pupii s age and the pupil's;attendance the previous year. were used tq control -
for the: d|fferences .among’ puplis ‘that were not caused by the program. Age _— .
‘was represented by four trends to aiiow for d|fferent attendance rates at different
- ages, and provision:was made for puplls viho lacked .attendance ‘records. . -The - “_ i
. - 'variable, Program Part|c|pat|on, was highly scgniflcant (p< 01) ‘and -indicated . e
. that, for each summer that-a pupil's parent partlcipated in the program, attendance'f
.was .increased by one and one th|rd percent. Since the average daily attendance ST
.-'fon,aii pupils in the ‘'sample was"87. 6%, evaiuators regard tbe improvement of '
"*1% to 5% dependlng on: the number of summers, as: Substantlai
L Obgectzve 4: To. provzde gtz workshops dealzng with hzstory and cuZture of
Puerto”Rico, f&mzly relations, domestic arts,’ nutrition, consumer educatzon,.,_ A
.”;drug adﬂzctzon, or. other subgects of znterest to parent and schooZ year partzczpants.;,

. g Th|s obJectlve was part|aiiy attalned Four workshops were conducted
..;for parents and schooi year partlcopants s . . o

Cancer Detectlon‘-'Amerlcan Cancer Soclety Qﬂ

Commun|ty Vloience -’Casa dei Carmen, a communlty servnce organlzatlon'

B o
L
L v .




-Government'~ Hon Neison Diaz, Judge, Common Pieas Court o

Educationai 0pportunities The Phiiadeiphia Education Center of ‘
LULAC (League of -United La%in American Citizens) : -

) ’
. The workshops were conducted as part of the afternood\aduit education program-
" and were substituted for part of the GED or. language arts. classes in-session.
. Evaluators' ‘pbservations suggested that most of ‘the people present for these :
. classes (about 40" people) went to the workshops. -A.few -people not In the classes,
. who-seemed - to be friends or spouses . of ‘class members, also attended the workshops,_
"o but there was no systematlc effort ‘to attract«Potter-Thomas schooi pupils' parents.

i @ who were not’ participatinyg in’the 'aduit éducation program Thus,-the workshops

were not a schooi—wide activnty

3
N .

;f?“- The workshops were aii cond' ted by bnilnguai person ei In keeplng with
- the language preference of the m Jority, Spanish tended to- dominate the verbal -
““interaction, but _provision was m de for the: Engiish—speaking peopie(in attendance"f'
;_through the paraphrasing into Engiish of what had been said ‘In Span sh

. ,Obgectzve 5 To enabZe parents to interact wzth teaahers through cZassroom PR
- visitation . and through the oreation, by parents and resource speccalzsts, of '

~ learning packets to .be used at home with ehildren. These packets will include’

. a variety of activities to reznfbrce learning, . such. as Lndcvzdual vocabulary

' _—ﬁblaa,_pw_ture_cands,,_gﬂlﬂaﬂcal_gm@ mumomc devwék

= ) Th|s obJectlve was attalned It descrlbes two diverse goais which are 7];"“‘T
“.;ireported separateiy . , , R

_ ParentsI Interactlons Wlth Teachers Durlng the Summer component, parents
_ had the dpportunity to work with twelve dlfferent Potter= Thomas School teachers. .
.,“Slx teachers. served as. curr|cuium developers and led the parent ‘groups ‘described .
“in the. lmpiementatlon section. "As a result. of the rotation:of curriculum de-
. veicpers, ‘the parents worked with. all the teachers who- served in this role.
~..Six_other Potter-Thomas ‘school "teachers served as resource specnainsts,.each
- of.-whom worked with children of a given grade level in the summer program:.
" ‘The parents observed children being taught® by the resource spec|ai|sts about
-_ohce a week gIV|ng them an opportunity to observe %iassroom instructlon '

» Currlcuium Deveiopment ~In the summer sesslon, during part of the :
_ gday, the parents and cur fculum’ deveiopers worked ‘on- the.construction: of- iearnnng

. packets. The. content of Ahe packets were activities. |n mathematlcs, ianguage l

., arts; and.reading. -The’ -educational concepts embodned in .the" packets were d:scussed
7'_W|th the parents before the construction was undertaken.-,xf : :

_ The goai “of the padents was: to construct a game or~devnce to use with thelr
- children.. The. ‘goals of the currlcuium deveiopers were to*teach the concepts -
. embodied in the devices to the parents,:to.show: them how: one device .could be;u~
. .adapted to- varzlng ‘levels of. dlfflcuity, and: to show them how the princlpie it
-+, .embodied could

be extended to other subject areas.  For: exampie, the -parents - .. -

. made flash cards to teach readlng vocabuiary and then dlscussed how another set ?f.fpjf_

”'ffcouid be made for ar|thmetic

_ Durlng the foiiownng schooi year, the obJectlves, pians and d|agrams for
" the .various |nstructnonai packets, that had ‘been made: by parents or designed by
- teachers over.the’ years were. revnewed and edited I1lustrations’ were added and
e by June 1981, the texts were ready to be sent to the prlnters ' : v
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The final version called Aprendamo&_gn el ‘hogar, (Let' s Learn at.Home) Is
Sy ... being published in three volumes,  for p kindergarten and kindergarten, for grades
mwxet70 1 and 2, and’ for grades 3 and h SubJec 'S covered are language arts, mathematlcs,
S and soclal studies. . . :

a ﬁ.l"."*' Some examples of the content are “Rompecabezas geometrlcos“ (Geometrlc Puzzles);v
~+ . an actlvity for the kindergarten level, in which. parents are shown how to make -
a shape: ‘puzzle from a paper plate,,“El diccionario plctorico," a picture dictionary
"+ for first and second=grade pupils; 'Domino de dlptongos,‘I a domino game based -
“on.,Spanish dipthongs for- grades ‘1. and. 2; and "'Ubiquémonos" en el mapa,''.an activity -
-to teach third and fourth-grade pupils about the cardinal points of the -compass - .
~-and the map of the. United States. The voiumes cover a. total of 49 toplcs and RN
sdescribe 98 different actlvltles S IR

R n_ObJectzve 6 To provcde courges durcng the day andVor evenzng durcng the schooZ
. year, in order to teach communications 8kills in Ehglzsh and zn Spanzsh
Zeast 15 partzczpants szZ enroZZ zn each course. .

This obJectlve was atta|ned There were three sectlons of the Engllsh
~ ¢ommunications .skills coursei They served a total of 96 adults. ‘There were -
. two sections of the - Spanlsh communlcations skllls course’ that served. a total
.of 36 adults : : R T o ' :
SRR One sect|on of each language course met dur|ng the afternoon Two sectlons P
~ ' of the Engllsh and one of the Spanlish course met durnng ‘the evenings. All_patttc___h__
ipants in the afternoon Spanish section were Hispanic. .The other sections of
‘the language courses ‘served a mixture of native Engllsh and -native Spanlsh speakers.

e ~To accommodate the d|ver5|ty of sk|lls in the. language sections, at-times members
- . - _of the class were d|V|ded into small groups ‘of people worklng .on snmllar in=-
Ce structlonal levels. S '5,._: - L T T RIS U IR j,{'
K'Obgectcve ? To provzde courees in adult baszc educatzon in Ehglzsh and Spanzsh
leading to the GED in Ehglzsh or in Spanzsh—-at Zeast 15 parents will pass one .
Bubtest of the GED examznatcon . R L . L
:*fcag 3' Th|s obJect|Ve was atta|ned The Engllsh and Spanlsh GED classes met in-

fl afternoon and evening sessions. “One hundred and one-proJect part|c|pants passed a
one or- more subtests ‘of . the GED B R .
o A total of lO6 prOJect part|c|pants trled the GED examlnatlons durlng the .
_ project.year July, 1980 to June,: 981, and 95.3% of - them passed at. least on¢.
'vsubtest Forty-three (hO 6% of those trylng,the tests) earned the dlploma '

S The total enrollment of the. Span|sh GED courses was 93 people, that of .

"the Engl|sh GED courses was 123.- In. the past, - the ,majority. .of GED part|c|pants
-~ “elected the Spanish course, therefore these figures represent. a ‘change. The "

- evaluators observed. that -the’ large size of the English GED enrollment was’ due ‘ .
. .to the presence of a substantlal number of H|span|c adults ‘who' were competent w, ‘f'n'_;
<o in Engllsh, and who chose to take the English- GED examlnatlons - ce e

'.A.Obgectzve g: To take parents and thecr cthdren on varzous field trmps to cuZturaZ
”i\;and hzstorzc sztes R . _ R S R
- ~The. obJectlve was atta|ned Durlng the summer program parents went. to o
" the: Phnladelphla Museum of Art, ch|ldren went to the Franklin Inst|tute Science.
o __Museum, .and both-children and parents went to the Phnladelphla Zoo. Dur|ng o

",_Z;the school year there were. four tr|ps for adults to the Franklnn lnst|tute,j~

LR : S : o ;
‘.'.
s




___________ceach_of_the_summersr“_—_' e , 5 _ .,,3 . i

TC.

of th

'the year. T

Longwood Gardens, the Art Museum, and a performance of'topellia“at the - Pennsylvania
'Ballet.’

N . . B . . - . &

‘ About 65 children went on the two Summer trips that Inc)uded- children.
An average *of 57 parents went on each of the summer trips to the Art Museum
and thesZoo. Bas&d on the number of buses filled, about 70 people went on .each
g?three school yeéar trips. Fifty-five program participants went on the *
trip, to the ballet. S | ,“/r .

N,

fourt,

P

TR _- E o SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS o

l‘roject PACT consists of two major. components, a 5ummer program designed

.to ,teach Hispanic parents how to sustajn at home the bilingual education .their .
‘ children receive at the Potter-Thomas School and a school year program designed
.to teach basic skills to adultq of the Potter-Thomas community. The fourth
. ‘year evaluation showed that thel project has been successful in ‘attalnings these
- broad.goals. Parents of the. summer: program acqulred the concepts being taught. .
‘jChildren whose parents participated had better Spanish reading scores,- English

R

reading scoresT_and_attendance—than other—PotternThomas—School_punils- PO
Analyses in which the: achievement and attendance of children of Summer '
component participants were compared to the school's other Spanish ‘dominant -

'pupils showed that the effect of parent participation was'cumulative; that’ is,

children whose parents - partlclpated for more than one summer had benefited from

The parent |ntervnews &onfirmed the findings of the second proJect year,
-and. the impressnons gleaned from “post-only“ interviews of the third year:" . -’
- that. the ‘summey program is successful in teaching parents about the.ways: they

.can enrich the home-learning environment for their children. The* examlnation T

of data from participants who were in the’ component for more . than one. year R

Suggested that information is retained from year’ to the next:

; The School year component has grown far- beyond the origlnal expectatlons

e of prOJect planners. ‘Compared to the criteria .of ‘the- obJectives,'there were.
five times the number of partlcipants in the language. arts classes and more -

than six t|meslthe number of - part|c|pants who ‘met ‘the GED examination. criterion.’

“In fact, nearly. three times more.people earned the GED dlploma than program planners
‘ thought would pass one of its Subtests. ‘ : : :

-After four years of attention, the currlculum packets were f|nally assembled L

into a format that could permit their being disseminated to. parents. ~In. every

project year,- parents had - an opportunity to work on materials under . the SuperVIS|on

-

o of currpculum developers. . It should be now: poSS|ble to have: community pe0ple-».*. R

, work on packets wuth less step by-step gundance by professuonals.‘g

The fourth-year evaluatlon report ralsed two negatlve po|nts, both havnng
to do wi.th program lmplementatlon. The summer prOJect attracted -fewer’ chlldren
‘than in the,past. Thi's is believed to’ be due to less time be|ng Spent by °
professnonal personnel 'doing’ i'door” to: .door''‘selling of" the ‘program than had .
_been spent in the past. ‘The. school-year program-did not- meet the full criterion’
‘for the number’ of - parent workshops. - -The evaluators belleve that ‘this occurred :

-because the school year was shortened by labor disputes at the beg|nn|ng of .‘:,f.ff.f

LW




In summ Ly, the project was SUCcessful In meeting lts goal of asslstlng
Hispanlc pargnts to help their children with academlc work at the Potter=Thomas .
as also successful, beyond the program planners prellmlnary -

School. It
expectatlong In educatlng adults of the Potter-Thomas communlty and - helplng

"them earn the GED crqdentlal _ T , _ & .
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TAQLE !

ANALVSIS OF THE STANFORD ACHIEVEMENT TEST
WORD STUDY SKILLS TEST . Co

Sy

v S S T Slgnlflcance"' _ Standard
Varjable .~ - Welght sy “Error

Vinear trend . .-2856.486908 . . N.s.- - 1722.7991 -
. x quadratic trend . - 1456.976020 = . . W10 o ~ -269.0964
v cublc trend- . . =31,998311 : .09 . . - 18,4809
© . cuartic trend CoW82my7 o .09 S -~ .h709

Clevel: o/ - 5.99108 . vN.fS'. " 4.8507

J— e 4 - - . - . P . .

Pretest: S T Lo

linear trend = © %684660_ o N.S. - - . . 14,5105

. ‘quadratic treny - ) 011439 = - - N.S, ' . 3495
cubic trend - . . -.000141. NS, o 0027

“missing? . ln 145805—K--Nf5<s;_';=5\“=;"-" 193.3422.

.:ProgramfPartchpation'”':-v ‘2}86855 A 'ﬁd ’-03"'pi.ji S 1.ho99. -

Notes and Comments

'

Intercept 6656 R Square —' 26 mean score = 111'2, standard deviation of -
_scores around the reqresslon hyperplane = 16 12, N = 113 ‘ '

A one-tailed t- test for Program Participatlon, two-tailed for the other variables,
‘all tests of sngnlflcance are for orthogonal effects <




TABLE 2

o © . ANALYSIS OF THE STANFORD ACHIEVEMENT TEST

0 *

' VOCABULARY TEST

: Slgnlficancel Standard
Varlable We lght (p\<) Error
IR ‘
Age: -
linear tgend -673.071227 N.S. 1083.2170
quadratlic trend - 108745533 “N.S, ©169.2309
cublc trend : -7.688424 N.S, © 11,6261
cuartic trend - - .201069 N'S'b~ .2963
Level: - 1l2s911 - o0l . 3.009
‘Pretest: _ A o v
1inear trend -8.649504 - N.S. T l 8.6818
quadratic trend . 486262 N.S. .3933
- cubic trend . .007?87 ' N.S. . 0056
_ missing? -hl 881829 “ N.S. 60,7926
- , e — ___,,ﬂ":_ - P |
L3 ‘ . - " .‘ v’ ! ) ‘
' P AR S S S IR
" Program Participation 2.692006 | _ .002 . 8870 -
s \
Notes . and Comments: = = - . o

-
..... - LN » o ’
s o 4

lntercept l668 R Square = 5l mean score = 109, standard deviation of scores
around the regreSsuon hyperplane = l0 09 N = lll :

j o _ , ‘ , v
~ one- tailed t- test for Program Partlcnpation, two- tailed for the other variables,
~all tests of stgniflcance are for orthogonal effects

e !




g B S, TAME Y

ANALYSIS OF fHE STANFORD ACHIEVEMENT TEST
READING COMPREHENSION TEST

s
. y , - _Slgnffldahéc‘ Standard
Varlable . Malght B (p.<) ’ Error ...
Age A | |
 llnear trend <1876.518267 . N.5. 1209.9105
quadratic trend - 305.663676 N.S, ' 188.7705 -
cublc trend ‘  ._f2|-820‘§3" - 0 : 12,9516
cuartic trend o 575548 +09 . -~ .3298
Level: . _:;"13-89939“H ' :> - .00} - | ~3.6376
Pretest: ' ) .
linear trend R .668865 : N.S 1.4552°
quadratic trend - =.011970 ¢ ~ N.S. . . .0312
cubic'trend , - ¢ .000008 - N.S., T .0002
missing? ;r»‘,ll.9989b0’§7.' | NS . 18,8178
QlProgram Particfpatlenv_ ‘{'f.f2-329‘18 N 1 ‘ .02 o .9966 -

Notes and Comments

[N o

. lntercept = h3h9, R- Square = Ql, mean score = 119, 25, standard devlatlon of .scores
around the regresslon hyperplane = 11. 7h ‘N = 120 :

B " \

]one-talled t- test for Program Partlcipation, two tailed for the other variables,~
all tests of signlflcance are. for orthogonal effects -

o>




’ oy ‘" TABLE b - ' : e

. 7 ANALYSIS OF THE INTER-AHERICAN TOTAL READING SCORE e
~ | . |
o . _ : Slbﬁlélcénéql S Staddard
_ Varlable , Welght (p.<) __Error
l1near trend - =533,547531 L005 ©106.1350
quadratic trand . 95.102292 -~ 005 . 33.2064
cub!c trand «7.164656 007 : ‘ 2.5874
cuartic trend B LYY A .01 LT

'

e G O —

g Pretestr—— o

~ llnear trend S CLYA I N.S. 77982
0 quadratic trend -.001571 - N.S. . : ' 40292
cubic trend . -.000002 N.S. . ,0002
missing? ‘ 24.617467 10 St 144768
Y ' * ‘
?rogréh Particlpation "1}613919 . o .06 _ . 1.0126

3 \ )

Notés.and.Comment;: L ST

intérCept = 1077; R-Square =. Sb mean score = 52 93; standard deviatlon of,scores -
. around the regression hyperplane = 14,55; N = 226 = - :

L)
. ’

T e

4

‘one tailed t test . for Program Partic!patlon, two talled for the - other variables,\
all tests of signlflcance are for orthogonal effects.




" variable .

5%“?5{EE: TABLE 5 o B
ANALYS'S FOR PERCENTAGE or ATTENDANCE *L;f_.f?*'t |

T AT

« . L _. S '. -.-a ;

" "Program Participation,

ﬂ“;f’f;aff&',d;“'t.nllfﬁf.;1.;3“:}.ff;’fffffd§:f-:“' Do e

e f.--*;ws;"d"ﬁ.l[- 7 t B Slgnlflcancevi"' . Standard
‘ . (P <) S Error V, ;_a

. P

linear trend . 4-1- 788568‘ IR ‘ Gl L shg T
“guadratic trend . . 177616 . L 100 ?'-~t”..3.1046
- cubic’trend - . . ,015957 - .- - _,13f-?;.07.j,.;1'oT;A .0087 -
" cuartic .tfend . ,.oooso UMY |- T S ooo3

Prev!ous Attendance

days:; “;": ;002282 . . i,ooz jVF*sin"fiboo77’{

e missing? T . .363282. o 0 L0030 78

P
Sy

T ~

Lo .

.' . 01 35[',0. ‘. ) | ‘ : " . 01 . 'v . ‘- .0057 l L

B A T PR U
[ Lo e e : . - PR U
RS R S S Sy RN
’ e

R B s e
Notes and Comments L f“;,“ 'Vj,"-“u' o zL“* e '

lntercept ; 1. 597 R-Squarev— 30 “mean attendance = '876,_standard devnation of
‘scores around the regresslonwhyperplane =_“09]_ 3h9 S SR

‘]one-tailed ‘t-test. fok Program Part:cnpation, two tailed for the other varlables, L
all tests of sugnlflcance are, for orthogonal effects ' o T
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